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NATO, Pact Chiefs Exchange Views on Missiles 
LDI805 160889 London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in English 1415 GMT 18 May 8&9 


[By Charles Miller, PRESS ASSOCIATION defence cor- 
respondent] 


[Text] The insistence of Mrs Thatcher and President 
Bush on the need to modernise NATO's short-range 
nuclear weapons could drag Europe into another arms 
race, the Warsaw Pact’s Military commander warned in 
London today. 


General Petr Lushev told the Royal United Services 
Institute [RUSI] any move to replace NATO's 88 Lance 
Launchers with a more potent system could become a 
mayor obstacle in the Vienna conventional arms talks 
But, while he was insistent *aat the issue of short-range 
weapons should be addressed immediately. his tone was 
more concihatory than that of Soviet political leaders in 
recent days who have tried to link success in Vienna with 
a Start on talks to cut short-range systems. He acknow!- 
edged the Soviet Union would like to extend the scope of 
the Vienna talks to cover not just tanks, artillery and 
armoured personnel carriers but also strike aircraft and 
tactical nuclear weapons. “Bul we understand that these 
negotiations involve certain difficulties and for that 
reason we are not linking one with the other.” said 
General Lushev. 


Mrs Thatcher and the US Administration have repeat- 
edly ruled out negotiations to reduce short-range weap- 
ons which are viewed as an integral part of NATO's 
Strategy of flexible response 


But Gen Lushev told the audience of leading figures in 
world defence: “In the not too distant future, the prob- 
lem of tactical nuclear weapons may become a mayor 
obstacle in the way of the Vienna talks uniess i 1s 
addressed now.” He added: “These weapons are closely 
interwoven with conventional armed forces, basically in 
the operational and organisational sense. Without the 
reduction and subsequent climination of tactical nuclear 
weapons, it 1s hardly possible to speak seriously about 
the elimination of the threat of war” 


The modernisation being discussed by NATO involved 
the development of new medium-range sussiles similar 
to those being eliminated in the Soviet | imon under the 
INF Treaty such as the SS-23. “It might lead to a 
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departure from the INF Treaty and to the emergence of 
a dangerous situation.” he said. “Europe can once again 
find uself drawn into an arms race with all the ensuing 
negative consequences ~ 


But the head of NATO's military committee General 
Wolfgang Altenberg. who followed General Lushev to the 
podium, left the door open on the question of negotiations 
“My father always told me never to say never.” he said 
“It's a question of tuming and intelligence.” 


General Lushev denied Soviet tactical nuclear weapons 
had been modernised and described the SS-2! as a “very 
ordinary” mussile with a range of no more than 70 
kilometres 


The RUSI conference marked the first meeting between 
the military commanders in chief of the Warsaw Pact 
and NATO 


NATO's supreme allied commander in Europe, General 
John Galvin, was replying to General Lushev later today 
It ws General Lushev's first visit to the West 


The two military commanders warmly shook hands for 
the media after a quiet chat over tea. Gen Lushev said 
“We hope this first meeting will be followed by stronger 
contacts and ties which will serve to strengthen confi- 
dence and trust between East and West.” 


Gen Galvin agreed that more talks on military subjects 
were needed. “Communications are casicr soldier to 
soldier” Put he took rssuc with his Warsaw Pact coun- 
terpart on the subject of modernisation and read out a 
lengthy list of points he would put to him if they were 
holding formal talks 


This included the removal of forward base supplies. the 
reduction of the overall “biz” capability of both sides. 
the slowing down of armaments production and a time- 
table for cuts mn tanks 


But his prime concern was the modernisation of Lance. 
He contradicted Gen Lushev's earlier statement and 
clamed the Soviets had modernised all their missiles 
over the past 10 years giving them greater range and 
accuracy 


“Honestly and frankly, my view 1s they have modernised 
over the last decade and 1 1s almost complcic.” he sand 
“They now seem to be saying good, cut, stop moderni- 
sation, while we have not modernised the one ground- 
based tactical missile system we have and that 1s Lance” 


But he prassed Gen Lushev’s decision to come to the 
West for the first terme for their meeting which had been 
not just significant but “possibly even historic” 
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Transport Ministry Issues Semtex Warning 
PM 1805 143089 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH 
in English 18 May 89 p / 


[Joanna Coles report: “Ai Alert for Semtex in Sweets” | 


[Text] Airports have been put on a full security alert 
following the discovery of Semtex cxplosive disguised as 
marzipan sweets 


The Department of Transport said last might that every 
British airport had been alerted following the discovery 
of a brand of Middle East marzipan contaiming the 
Czech explosive, which was used to blow up the Pan Am 
place over Lockertne last December 


It 1s thought that children might be used to carry the 
explosive on to planes. It can be moulded into any shape 
has a similar consistency to marzipan and 1s almost 
indctectable even to sniffer dogs used at airports 


The Transport Department spokesman said “A telex has 
been seni in the past two days to airports relating to 
explosives being disguised as confectionary ~ 


Security services have asked the manufacturers of Sem- 
tex to put a detectable chemical in ut before selling it 


Younger Warns of Bloc CW Arsenal, Missile Need 
LDISOS 143289 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH 
in English 18 May 89 p 15 


{Adela Gooch report: “Glasnost “Faslng To Reach Rus- 
sia's Chemical Arsenal] 


[Text] A warning that several Warsaw Pact countries had 
stocks of Soviet chemical weapons and the capability to 
produce their own was given yesterday by Mr Younger 
Defence Secretary. He was giving evidence to the Com- 
mons Defence Select Committee on a White Paper 
published by his department 
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“We feel very strongly that glasnosi 1s not operating in 
the field of chemical weapons and I do not believe there 
has been much progress in this field at all.” he sad 


Intelligence assessments of Warsaw Pact chemical 
weapon capabilities and deployment were classified. but 
he outlined the broad thrust of their conclusions 


“We have information extending back over many years 
showing the Sovict Union did deploy chemical wcapons 
in Eastern Europe 


“The non-Sovict countnes have factories well capabic of 
producing chemical agents. and im some cases they have 
reached production stage ~ 


Mr Younger’s prognosis for the outcome of talks which 
are under way to achieve a world ban on chemical 
weapons was gloomy The subject had been raised during 
Mr Grorbaches's visit to Britain last month but so far 
there had been no Sevict response 


Mr Younger was more optimistic on Conventional weap- 
ons reduction talks taking place in Geneva But he stressed 
that Britain did not want to deviate from the orginal 
agenda, which excluded air and naval forces despite Rus- 
sian pressure for these now to be incorporated 


He also cipressed scepticism about recent Russian 
announcements of unilateral troop and equipment with- 
drawals “It 1s one thing to announce reductions. another 
to prove they have happened. he sand 


“The Soviet lL mon claims to have removed 1.000 tanks 
from East Germany Clearly something 1s gomg on 
What +s very difficult to sce s how much they have 
destroved and how much is simply removed to Soviet 
territory but will romain there intact | 


For thes reason. NATO) had to press ahead with modern- 
sation of short range nucicar weapons. sand Mr Younger 
crtong the specific benefits to West Crermany. which 1s 
divided on the rssuc 


Mr Younger agreed with Mr Winston Churchill (C) that 
NATO) would be vulnerable if land-based short range 
nucicar systems were climinaicd. as proposed by Russia 
and said air-hased defence systems could not compen- 
sate for such a withdrawal 
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Mitterrand News Conference on Security, Mideast 
LDISOS ISI889 Paris Domestu Seriece in French 
1400 GMT 18 May &9 


[News conference given by President Francors Mitter- 
rand in Paris on 18 May—tive} 


[Excerpts] [Mitterand] Ladies and gentiemen. thank you 
for coming. Press conferences of this style have become 
rather care. | seem to have heard that thes has been a 
cause of coomplamnt. It 1s certam that this 1s a good 
occasion to have before me so many journalists and 
representatives of the press of all disciplines. both from 
France and from foreign countries. and this occasion 
also provides me with the opportunits to reply to your 
Questions on matters which are serious in the essence — 
namely. France's foreign poucy and. consequently. its 
security policy 


| would lke to sci out on a few words the probiems | 
intend to deal with on depth with you. while asking vou 
to feel free to ask any Question you Inke. But if | may be 
allowed to apply some logic to Our meeting. we could 
follow the plan which | am going to set before you 


France's first obyective 1s to contribute to the defense of 
peace, which presumes that disarmament must be 
speeded up in all reasonable corcumstances. This can 
only contribute to reducing tensions. Within this frame- 
work there must be debate. | could tell you how France 
itself has proposed. accepted, and. mn any case, discussed 
with its partners the problems relating to disarmament— 
what has been donc. what remains to be donc. and thrs rs 


the larger part 


The second point attached to thes heading of the defense 
of peace 1s what. for those who are accustomed to mect 
me in thes kind of exercise. | usually call balance. There 
cannot be disarmament without balance in the reduction 
of forces Balance 1s a notion which 1s often subtic. ut 
cannot simply be settled in quantitative terms. And thes 
means—both for disarmament and for maintaining the 
balance im disarmament. balance between cxrsting 
forces—this means 1n all circumstances negotiating. by 
negotiation. and therefore never refusing to discuss with 
one’s partners. close or distant. friends or not 


The third point relatong to thes first part of my cxpose, 
the defense of peace. 1s aimed at settling all overt 
conflicts—regional or local conflicts as they are called 
On what principles should intervention in conflicts 
which are sometimes geographically distant be based” It 
should be based on the right of nations to self-<determs- 
nation. When France feels that a nation does not have. or 
no longer has. the mght to self-determination, then ut 
intervenes of it says what it thonks. om order to ales 
international public opinion. In the same way. another 
guiding principle in this field of settling conflicts 1s the 
integrity, the sovereignty of states which have been 
recognized by the United Nations as a whole—that 1s the 
most simple reference port 


FRANCE 3 


Third jas heard]. noninterference im other people's 
affairs 


Having said all that. briefly. we move on. not without 
noting im passing that France's steps in favor of disar- 
mament, for a balance of forces at the lowest desirabic 
level. and for the settlement of local conflicts cannot 
overlook one necessary consideration. which 1s to ensure 
our own security. And 1 1s from thes that the consequent 
problems arrse—in other words. our weapons alt what 
ratc. what power. mm what arca” 


The second main line of thrs opening statement concerns 
the construction of Europe. and first. the Europe of the 
Twelve) We. France. have been associated with the 
European Community since the first day. the commu- 
nity of the Six. which gradually became the Twelve. We 
at one of the founding members who are especially 
committed to and decided to make this difficult con- 


struction progress 


In the immediate future—tiet us tackle the crus of the 
matter. ict us not get muddled in considerations that are 
too compler—in the immediate future what are the 
probiems to be solved” What are those on the negotiating 
tabic” Problems with which Spain. who 1s the chairman 
of the Community and which |. with France's ministers. 
will be on charge of as of | July 1989. 1s currently dealing 
the economic and monctary union. the social charter or 
European social law—we can also call 1 the social area. 
the phrase or the vocabulary 1s irteclevant-—cultural 
Europe. principally. for the time being. in the framework 
of the most powerful means of dissemination of a 
culture, ts language as conveyed by the media. broad- 
casting Europe. the environment—this 1s the fourth 
point in the logical follow-up of my speech and not the 
least important. not the fourth mn order of priority. but a 
problem that must be addressed just as the others must 


The environment has no boundaries. There are bound- 
aries today. but there will not be any mn 1993. In any case. 
as of now and over the past years—the actual timespan 1s 
irrelevani—the environment [sentence as heard] Pollu- 
tron reaches everywhere. We must therefore organize a 
common resistance front i the face of this detenoration 
im nature's living conditions. The fifth port is that we 
must make progress in that which 1s also called. as you all 
know, the Europe of the citizens. What can we do so that 
the men and women who are living im the twelve 
countnes concerned can feel more at case. communicate 
more casily, go from A to B. work wherever they wish, 
and in short, feel at home everywhere” 


Europe will not carst 1f we do not have a grand scheme. 
a prospect. Those who do not want a political Europe 
endowed with a large degree of common decision- 
making power in the political and diplomatic ficids—we 
will see them grumbling. delaying. and stopping when 
meeting any obstacles, however tiny they may be. Only 
political will will permit the success of the five problems 
or difficulties. which really are today's five debates. | 
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repeat: economic and monctary. social. cultural. the 
environment, and the citizens. It 1s thes political will 
which will eventually permit us to conceive of and 
organize the means of the defense and security of this 
European whole 


Europe 1s not just that, however. even if i 1s already 2 
lot. The Community exerts a strong attraction. More 
nations would like to jon : Austria. Turkey. and so 
forth. There are special agreements between the Com- 
munity and many other countnes. some with East Euro- 
pean countnes, others with Maghreb or Middie East 
countnes. | want to say that the community. the first 
commercial power in the world, has seen a multiplicity 
of contracts between the EEC and other countnes. But 
thes 1s not Europe. thes 1s not the whole of Europe. What 
1s Commonly called—but there 1s no point insisting on 
this. you have already undersiood what | wanted to 
say—Eastern Europe. This 1s not a notron which actually 
reflects the four cardinal points—Eastern Europe It 1s 
necessary for the Community and cach of its compo- 
nents to open their doors and windows as wide as 
possibic. It 1s. of course, difficult to say that there is free 
movement in Europe as long as there 1s a wall here, bans 
there. This means that we must gct human rights and 
freedom to progress simultaneously 


| personally undertook this type of relation. Mr Gor- 
bachev came to France in 1985. hes first state visit to a 
Western country. | have met him several tomes since 
then. | pard a state visit to the Soviet Union the following 
year, in 1986. We recently saw cach other again at the 
end of last year. He will be here on 4 July | was at the 
head of a French delegation in Crechosiovakia and 
Bulgaria. | will do the same in less than a month in 
Poland. | definitely intend to go to Easi Germany. the 
GDR. before the end of the year. before conismuing these 
visits wherever | feel it necessary. naturally 


Well, these two Europes which constitute just one cannot 
yet walk in sep, and it wewild be a damaging reasoning to 
say that since im terms of the future one could imagine 
the two parts of Europe —these two al any ratc, because 
there are others—building more bridges between them. 
beginning to build the Europe of the Europeans | must 
say that we will be more successful if we attain a solid 
foundation of the | 2-nation Europe This means that this 
i$ NOt mutually exclusive, im wishing for such an open- 
ness one should not abandon the first enterprise. The 
more one wishes for such an openness—and | do—the 
more | wish at the same time for the Community of 
Europe to be solid, and to rapidly take fresh steps in the 
direction of this unique market—which 15 not solely 
economic, believe me. | will come back to this—from 31 
December 1992 


The third axis of thes reasoning behind France's foreign 
policy concerns development. a term that | chose from 
others that came to mind. development. the reduction of 
the gap dividing the mch countries from the poor oncs. 
people also say the gap which divides the countries of the 


FRANCE 


north and the countnes of the south, again this ss a 
generalization. The reduction of thrs gap immediaicly 
rarses the problem of debt. The suc then 1s to find 
answers that will end this tragic problem which prevents 
most of the countnes | am talking aboul—the poor 
counts, the middic-of-the-road countncs which are not 
$0 poor bul are not mch—from overcoming the crisis 
they are facing today. Proposals should be put forwa-d 
and we will ta!k about thes later on. | already did thes mn 
Toronto when | put foward a plan that has been adopted 
concerning Cutteng the debts of the poorest countris. | 
dod thes at the Unned Nations when | developed a 
ratronale for the middie-of-the-road countnes lke Bra- 
zi, countnes that are not poor but heavily in debt and 
whose developing 1s being hindered by thrs indebtedness 
In thes respect. France 1s the first of the big industrialized 
countnes to give this kind of ard and assistance. whether 
on a bilateral or om sitslateral bass. | want to remind you 
of thes 


In breef, the current tendency must be rcversed. and this 
1s one of the major objectives of the poles which | 
intend to undertake with the government of the Repub- 
lnc. The tendency must be reversed, and to use semplec 
terms. we must end ncocolomalism in trade 


The fourth area where our foreign policy 1s cxercised— 
and this has been provided for by varrows mayor mnter- 
national accords. | am thinking of Helwnki—1s im pro- 
tecting. defending and assuring fiuman  mghts 
everywhere There will certainly be quesinons about hes 


1 would conclude by saying that the role of France un my 
eyes 1 to hold its rank. Some may say What rank’ 
Certain persons would picad that thes role 1s declining. 
others would magnify 1. according to where one stands 
on the geographical map of miternal policy. This 1s a 
circumstantial argument that does not hold much inter- 
est. France must hold its rank, and we are one of the five 
permanent members of the UN Securty Council. Thies 
means that we have the nght to ponder. to think, and to 
act in any domain within our grasp on which the vanous 
points cf foreign policy | have just developed will have to 
be implemented: The Middle East. Cambodia. Black 
Africa. the recent grave difficultees that divided Sencgal 
and Mauritama. and the Maghreb that has just engaged 
in a mew Cooperation and entente | will go there as 
chairman of the Community, | will go to that part of the 
world whether it 1s the Mediterrancan, the EEC, Eastern 
Europe. Latin America. or the summit of the seven 
indusinalized countnes 


In bref, the list would be a long one im which France 
must hold its rank It ranks high among the nations of the 
world. It 1s today and has always been one of the four or 
five leading countries in the world concerning economn 
development. cconomic reality It 1 certamnly fourth 
regarding its ability to export the goods i produces It 1s 
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the third military power. Culturally 1 1s umpossibic to 
make 3m assessment. Let us simply say that our creators 
m varnous fields are recognized among many others as 
part of our civilization. 


Therefore, throughout this discussion and conversation 
with you | intend to stress continually that France 1s 
determined to hold its rank, and | categorically regret the 
argument about decline heard here and there. | do not 
know what it means. i fact. Decline in comparision with 

what: with Lous XIV? Yes, but not 1715. With Napo- 
leon T°? But not 1815. With Waterloo” With the Second 
Empire that was so prosperous” Yes, but not with Sedan 
With the great Third Republic? But not 1940. With what 
moparchy, what dynasty, what regime, what moment” 
Let references be given unless some have secret dreams 


Despite its weak trend—and this 1s not the 
only one in 1s one of the nations that 
best preserves ts national identity, if | may say so. by the 
number of sts vons. However, this 1s la small thing in 
comparison with so many other things. Despite every- 
thing. France is mammtaimuing its rank, and. if you will 
allow me | want to move on to the next stage. That's why 
lam mow gong to leave it to you to ask me questions 


| will find ot quite difficult; | shall iry to be umpartal. | do 
not know all of you, so you will have to say who you are 


[Ockrent] Christine Ockrent, Antenne-2. Mr President. 
the Western bloc appears to be deeply divided over the 
Gorbachev proposals concerning short-range missiles 
the Britesh want to modernize them, the Germans to 
negotiate over them, the United States docs not want 
them. What is France's position” 


FRANCE 


Having sasd that. the discussions between the Britrsh. the 
Amencans, and the Germans are discussions which are 
appropriate to thi body which 1 called the integrated 
command. We are not involved m that debate, bul we 
can give an opimon. Basically, that 1 what you are 
asking for. Thes 1s what | did in 1983—and yet we were 
m the came juridical and military situation—when in 
Bonn—although. after all, i ws not for me to take a 
greater part than was fitting—when | asked for the 
installation of the Pershing-2's in response to the instal- 
lation by the other side of the SS-20's 


And sometimes one hears 1 sand: Well, why do you not 
act lke that” Has the time really come for that’? That 
means that the debate «mong the partners concerned in 
thes discussion 1s far from being closed. Let us not reach 
a conclusion too quickly. It ss truce thal 1 was very 
rapidly posed as an urgent principle from the very 
beginning that it would be mght to modernize the very 
short-range nuclear weapons nigh! away. soon, so it had 
to be decided now. But the Germans. who were not keen 
on this, demonstrated cicarly that they did not wish to 
step up the pace. The United States, ike Great Britain, 
wished to take a decision quite rapidly But at the present 
tume | am quite satisfied—because | find thes reason- 
able—to see that the Amencans and the Germans seem 
to have considered that if there 1s to be modernization— 
1 will tell you m what conditions I think « will be 
necessry —one should wait to discuss 1 between now and 
at least 1992. that date being the port after which there 
would be agerng fof the weapons] and hence an imbal- 
ance 


Certain people say that there are already imbalances. and 
that 1s possible. That 1s to say, before the opening of thes 
discussion the Soviets might already have proceeded 
with the modernization of their own weapons of the 
same type. There has to be a discussion on that. We shall 
have it in Brussels in a few days’ tome. One has to be im 
a position to verify the real state of the USSR's modern- 
ized forces. Any modernization on one side would auto- 
matically give rise to modernization on the other. And 
that 1s not the only argument | think that one has to have 
a clear mind im this arca and to know whal one ss 
ettacking. | sad during the last NATO meeting, which 
was also held mm Brussels. | sand on behalf of France that 
i seemed to me to be essential to give priority to 
conventional disarmament, that ifter the first reductions 
effected by the Russians and tae Americans—and that 
was a matter which concerned them in wew of their 
enormous power, which docs not compare with that of 
the others. including our own—they should make a 
much more mmportant effort. Bul in the end they did. all 
the same. decide on the abolition of the so-called inter- 
mediate, medium-range weapons in Europe. Very good! 
| approved of that and | was not the only onc, but | 
approved it wholehcariedl, [words indistinct). 


And | remember having sand: Let us set a teme-timit, 
notably with the Warsaw Pact, in order for real discus- 
ON, Negotiations, to be started on the reduction im 
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conventional weapons. balanced at the lowest possibic 
level That tume limit should be 2-3 years—I mentioned 
these precise figures-—and in thow sors that 1s before 
1992. before the very shori-range &capons become out- 
dated. we shall sce whether ocgotiatioms not only have 
opened but whether they have made progress. with 
priori, gong to conventional disarmament while signs 
of mutual goodwill will have been given Cine w. ll be able 
to begin cxamining the question of the shrot-range 
mussiics. If nothing 1 donc. if there 1 a refusal to take 
concrete. precise. real decrswons om the field of conven- 
tional wcapons—eecll. onc will indeed havc to modern- 
wwe. That 1s to say that after having liwed for a few years 
with the dca that disarmament 1s on the threshold, we 
would have to admit that 1 was an ilewenr. that onc had 
halted along the path. one will have to take the appro- 
priate measures to ensure the security of the alhance 


That «s why I do not beheve—and if | am mistaken. we 
shall know about —I do not believe that the Brusects 
negotiations are crucial [dramatiqguc) negotiations | 
thenk that the United States. Germany. Corvcat Bretamn 
and all the others will allow tome for thought sence there 
1S mo technecal urgency But if you mss on tnowing 
definitions of principic—I would say that | amr onc of 
those who thinks that the tome has not yet come—tar 
from t—when one could say a third sero opon Crod 
knows | supported the first optron and the scoond 
optron But this would mean the disappearance of all 
nucicar forces. mm the cave of the alhance. m ocntral 
Europe on the Western wide while some 10.000 nuctear 
warheads cxurst on the Sovect wie and while the redecteon 
announced by Mr Grorhachey would only affect § percent 
of those forces as a whole 


So. everyone has to make his contobutvon I a ns 
necessary to modernize. ict us do that How will we knw 
whether i 1s necessary” First, we have the tome bem of 
1992—that 1s the date after which we would risk ectting 
behind And then ‘ct us cramine the pounts which we will 
have feached on conventional or classical drsarmaric mt 
Those are the conditvons which | would lay down of I 
were to particpate in the Brussels decrwon. mm the mee. 
ing of the alles 


[Unsdentified correspondent] Mr President. you men 
toned your visit to Poland As a Polrsh journal | 
would like to ask you what importance you attach to thai 
visrt. and how do you do assess the current prospects fo: 
dialogue and cooperation between France and Poland’ 


[Mitterrand] If | am goug to Poland. « 1 because | 
assess in a favorabic way the development of that coun. 
iry’s mternal policy It «= because | see the dawn of a 
system which 1s less cconomical with freedoms—to uve 
an capresson which 1s very profound in intotes—it is 
because a dchate. a discuswon. can be seen to be devel- 
oping. consultation with the people can be seen to be 
appearing in verifiable conditions But im hestorical 
terms I set great store by the relatronship between Poland 
and France | greatly regretied not being able to vest 


FRANCE 


Poland carlecr because our tics. whech are not onl 
sentimental oncs through several centers are strong 
tees and must remam so Therefore I micnd m Junc 
mid-Junc. to take to the Polish people the grectin,. and 
cxupreswon of fnendstup of the French peopic. and to 
discuss with the head of state and the mann icadcrs all the 
pornts currently arrsung, both mtcrnal and cxternal. as a 
result of the changes ehich have come about wm that 
country I will be pleased with anythong which well 
enable Poland w recover as duc place mm the cntente 
between the natroms of Europe 


Lets move on Ves. pleax” 


[€ orrespondent| [Name mdrstinct| from the newspaper 
LIBERATIOIN I would lke to ask you what your feclng 
1s today on the financial cflon France has to make for its 
dctense. particularly om the coming 4 years—and as a 
follow-up What 1s the outcome you think Gewrabic for 
the ("five) mayor arms programs which have been much 
talked about thes vear” 


[Mitterrand] | would the to pont out first of all that a 
PCM CGhicTence © NOt the place to carry owl publa 
arbitration. Thes 1s a matter for the government. to be 
dix useed between the minisicrs the prime minister and 
the prewdent ( onsequcntl) | shall ansecr your ques 
tron om broad outhne but | will not give the data. the 
figures. the precise Actas These you well drscover very 
won. because the final discuwwon | well have to have 
eith the prime moenisicr armed eith all the —how shall | 
put t—conflacting information which has to be supplied 
© ws. % tomorrow morning | thenk that the govern. 
ments decison could be conveyed to you at the begin. 
neng of neat werk 


But perhaps you will heip me to mowe forward Let us 
speak on semple terms | sand that thes arbetratvon cannot 
be publn m thes way Thess 6 not very wsual and the 
presedent mot having the power: of reserved domains— 
contrary to what I have read here and there—intends to 
discuss they thongs until a final agreement 1 reached 
with the prime menesicr and the menrsters concerned 
before any other statement The decison ns rmminent | 
willengly repeal myself vo that tn clear 


Around what princopies. fined (wubyectss” Firs, to pre- 
serve our irategy and therefore the restruments of that 
SMtrategy—the very heart of our defense the independent 
Mrategy of deverrence and nucter deterrence Then. to 
see to the mterests. which are alo essential. of our 
mmdusiry Finally and thes 1s not the last concern mm order 
of upmportance. to also attend .o what 1s called the moraic 
of the Army. so that the Army fects al case on its Country 
having the fectong that 1 1s able to fulfill its mrswon even 
if ot has to consent, lke the others of lke alow all the 
others. to a certamn number of sacrifices | sad during the 
presvedential campaign that i additron to the prrorities 
acoorded to the researc’) budget the cducaton and 
mformation budect or. as the case my be the budgct for 
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culture as a whole. there were no taboo budgets. includ- 
mg the military budgct. However. there are mayor pro- 
grams and you have alluded to them. In order to make 
myself undersicod properly. what could be called 

major program 1s the ncw scale. ncw type of messilc- 
launching nucicar submarine. the onc that | myscif 
decided on a few years ago Another what might be called 


major program +s arcraft carnmers. A larger program 
mught be the totalit) of arrcraft construction. The totality 


not quoted are not necessarily sacrificed. | want to make 
myself undersiood. otherwrse fears and apprehensions 
will be created In any event. these programs will be 
preserved. but with what rhythm” 


Forst. | note that vou sand 4 vears—4 years. Let us say 
that you have extrapolated 4 years. because the military 
program law docs not commu us for more then 2 
years—1990 and 199). And as for 199) and 1993. you 
know you did not mention the following 2 years semply 
by chance This 1s because mm the mulitary program law, 
the last one. was cnvesaged that at the ime when we 
would have to revise the military program law nt would 
be necessary to begin to sketch owt what the menary 
policy would be for the following 2 years. Thes docs not 
carry the same obligation There has been no govern- 
ment decison. there has been no parhamentary vote 
whoech os the case of the years 1990 and 1991 


So. the distinction means something Nevertheless. 11 1s 
normal for someone to say to me You planned up to 
1991. and then afterwards other things will happen and 
the programs that vou are ordering will be embarked on 
on a broad wale We arc not suddenly going to stop ui at 
the end of 1991 If vou did not make financial proviwon. 
what are we gorng to do about a” So I accept the 
discussion but | am holding thers discussion because we 
do not have the same political and moral obligations for 
199) and 1993 as we do for 1990 and 1991 We are 
bound by the law If we make reductions. not reductions 
of credits affectung what has been allocated to our Armed 
Forces. bul a reduction m the progression of the pro- 
grams—! insist absolutely that you note the terminology 
its crucial [sentence as heard] It was thought at certam 
temes and i 1s sti! thought that a net progresswon of 
credits allocated to our Armed Forces would be made 
bul. om comparnon with what some people would hke. 
others. including myself agree on reducing thes proges- 
won. There you arc’ ts that clear” 


So. if we want to quote figures, | am not gong to do this 
mm & precese way for the reasons | have already told you 
If we take the reference 1990. 1991. 199). and 1993. the 
represented—in the figures which some caperts have 
publrshed but which have never. | repeat. for the reason 
Isard. been confirmed officially by the government. and 
| am talhong about the equipment programs. cquip- 
ment—thes represented something lhe Fr470. of 474 
473. of 474 bilhon. If we consder thes figure—and | do 
not confirm n—then the reduction im progrewion. the 


FRANCE 


brake. on my vice. must be om the regron of 40-45 Dilhon. 
If we stick strictly to what our obhgaton before the 
law. 1990 and 199! represent about 223 bilhon. and I 
thenk that a reduction vn progressson of 16-18 Dilhon can 
be enviwoned And if we take a figure whech os even 
more stirct—that 15 to say the cquepment budget. the one 
which we arc gong to drscuss—for the coming year | 990. 
the prime minrsicr told me that he had a proposal which 
1 found rcasonabe somewhere im the regpon of 100 
billon. or a letthe more But when I say a little more thes 
rs only a few units bet ws not comseder thers as a commul- 
ment far above that figure So those are the figures— 
tilhons Did I say belhons” Hundreds of bilhons Good. 
I hope vou understoad If | capressed myself badly. | 
want to correct rt. So. those are the base data which wall 
allow you to thnk and prepare your papers when you 
know the decrson to which | will be a party and which 
will be conveyed to vow 2t the begenning of newt work 


[Correspondent] [Name indrstenct}] from AN- NAHAR. 
Lebanon Mr Present. at the end of thes eeck you will 
be meeting with Presedent Boch A bettie later, Foregn 
Minister Dumas «© to meet wrth the Sovect foreign 
minister How docs Frarae intend to follow up its action 
m favor of Lebanon. «specially sence the Arab League 
seems to be making lithe progress m its efforts to 
comsoldate the ceaw fire mn Lehanon” 


[Mitterrand] The Lebanon poly os already getting us 
mito a drscusson which | would have hed to address a 
ttle later om order not to lowe track of the discusmon 
which so far has remarned very logecal There sa nish of 
making 7:g7ags from onc pownt to another but 1 would 
be had form. indeed. to refuse to give vou a reply now 


France = the only country om the world ehich has 
decided to act where of has been powstte om hight of the 
new threat hanging ovcr Lchanom—the fighting taking 
place there and the hombungs which resumed on 14 
March 1! have beard cretecrsems. they have already been 
ansecred by the prime minister and the minrster of state 
for foregn aflars They sand we are undertaking a 
diplomat muitiative we are undertaking a humanilanan 
imitative What more do vou want’ Do you want us to 
undertake a muilvtary mmitatiwe”’ Among those who 
appeared to critcive French pole, strongly. 90 one 
dared to say Let ws ect volved m a war So. we have 
undertaken diploma. negotiation and humanitanar 
action There has abso been cretecrsm of haste Whal 
haste” The absence of negotiations beforehand eth the 
imteresied Lehancse parties whech means that the ship 
we sent there spent 48 hours as they sard. goung around 
mh corcles. Forty-coght hours’ That « not bad at aff In 
such a short | me nw managed to acoomplrsh its mission, 
whe h was compicted m lew than a week. thanks to the 
efforts of ot duplomacy thanks to the presence of 
Rernard Kouchner thanks to the close tees established 
between the varus minetcrs concerned around the 
Foreign Ministry and the prime minister 
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of the State of Isracl, and consequently—as * 

tumes in Paris—the recognition 
two States as supposed im tact by UN Resolution 18! at 
the 
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means one renounces the chmination of the other 


It 18 wp to yo" to assess whether ot 1s sufficrent or not. It 
seems that the mternatioal press and chancellenes have 
noticed that compared to the various statements of Mr 
‘Arafat, thes 13 an smportant or interesting event. But i 1s 
up to you to appreciate. | met the representatives of the 
French Jewish community, the CRIF [Council of Jewrsh 
Institutions of France] and we discussed 1 | was abic to 
see the extent of the of this community —iet 
us Say 1m rts majority But | am—how can I put 1!—! have 
some armour [passage omitted] 


Thes tome, when minds have rested, when pecpic have 


FRANCE 


has not returned its ambassador to Tehran. So, how far 
will French firmness go with this country which, ict us 
say 1, has a tendency to despise the West’ 


[Mitterrand] You call firmness the fact of not having an 
ambassador there” 


[Correspondent] It rs the beginning of firmness. 
[Mitterrand] But you announced. 


[Correspondent interrupts) following the Rushdie 
aftarr. following the statements of Mr Rafsanjani calling 
for the murder of Western nationals. 


[Mitterrand] Well. you showed your card qusckly’ 
[Correspondent] No. | have asked you a question. 


[Mitterrand] Yes. that os . You have already said ut all, 
what you think. Well, | think that even with Iran one 
cannot have sad 11 all, once for all. However, the manner 
mm which certain Iranian officials have behaved is not 
acceptabic, and—to use a common cipression—one 
must make one’s port. You know the corcumstances. 
Mrplomatic relations had been reestablished with Iran It 
was a commitment of the previous government. When 
the prime minister of the previous government. Jacques 


our honor the resumption of diplomatic relations | 
him: Very well, « will be done. He sand nothing cise to 
me me abot the freeing of this or the 
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language of death of threat. 1s not accept. 
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(Correspondent} Bernard [name indrstenct} from TF-! 
Mr President, the European Parhament 1s to be clected 
mm | month's tyme on universal suffrage So as not give at 
the same tome the question and the answer, | ask you 
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simply: What use will be made of thes Parliament, and 
what concrete decissons will 1 be able to take om order to 
build this Europe of which you spoke carher” [passage 
omitted] 


[Mitterrand] | think | sand just now that we had an 
immediate program to carry out but that thrs immediate 
program—aoced | repeat 1” —tlie economic and mone- 
tary umon, social, cultural and broadcasting. environ- 
ment and citizens, could only progress if we all have the 
political will—that 1s, the will to go beyond these agree- 
ments and these specific areas in order to achieve a new 
European political reality with the consequent common 
defense which one can naturally umply from this. 


So, we shall see how the European Parliament reacts. It 
18 true that, generally speaking. 1 goes furthes mm cxpress- 
ing its wishes and votes [as heard] than cautious head, of 
State and governnicn:. or the ministers who represent 
them. The Parliament goes further. It addresses issucs 
from a principled angie It negotiates the obsiacies on the 
ground more casily than we do. Everybody knows that 
these obstacies are considreabic. If thes or that country 
does not want a political Europe whrch can avail itself of 
a single direction and diplomacy, some fee! that i 1s im 
their mterest to stop the march forward on specific 
problems—namely the monctary system. the ECU 
{European Currency Unit}, the bank... could be the 
social charte: tomorrow 


it +s true that cack tome one takes a step forward it 1s onc 
too much because thes step is taking you further and 
there 18 a risk of achieving the political obyective. France 
wants this. Its will is just as equal as the others’. We 
musi, therefore choose. In Madrid. then at the summut 
to be held in France in the second pari of the year, and 
for future years, we shall have to choose. France will say 
yes or no on the basis of the interest of the European 
construction: Yes to the construction, no to what pre- 
vents it, hampers i, destroys 1. Because of the wnanim- 
ity rule, France's vote has the same importance as any 
other country's in determining Europe's progress, and 
since its yes and no have equal walu:, | think | can say 
that we wil make quick caperiments. We shall raise 
questions clearly, and we vill see whether we can build 
on our Morttary system with the missing Currencies, and 
if thes enlarged monctary system can avail itself of the 
tools of @ monctary sysiem, | mean a currency, and a 
central body that can manage thes currency. Thes 1s a first 
atiempt 


| also attach much importance to cultural development 
| would not want people to think that this was a fad of 
my own. It 1s really clear that the wentity of the countnes 
which compose this Europe mamly depends on the 
preservation of the culture of cach aation and the 
simultancous development of 4 common culture [pas- 
sage omitted] 


FRANCE 


[Correspondent] [Name indistenct] from the Egyptian 
paper AL-AKHBAR and the UA press agency. Concern- 
ing the Shamur Plan. You know, Mr Presient, that the 
Palestomans fcar that this may be an attempt to suppress 
the popular uprising. How do you assess thes plan’ Do 
you thenk can be smproved, and what. m your view, are 
the guaranices for holding free and democratic clections 
m the occupied territones” 


[Mitterand] [Words mndistinct] | receewed Mr Shamir a 
few weeks ago and cxupressed my skepticism to fun. “wut 
the elections, unless very substantial measures are 
adopted to guaranice the freedom of the poll and is 
authenticity. It os true that «ts difficult to hold free 
elections, for cxampilc, with a tough military force im 
place. lt would be better to have mmternational monitor- 
mg. and so on. But this 1s log which your question 
forces me ito. 


The question could be asked: Were clections rez'ly 
ncessary’ This 1s the responsibility of the prime minis- 
ter, and if there ss an opportunity. if he realized 
rightly—iet us not shart my own skepticrsm—then all 
the better. Everything which serves peace and thc repre- 
sentation of the Palestinizn population of the West Bank 
and Gaza will be real progress for everyone. We will try 
it Out and we will certainly see what happens. | will tell 
you a trursm. since it has been vepeated a hundred times. 
I beiieve that if someone is determ-ned not to talk with 
those fighting against him. he loses time with no result. It 
18 F..stural to try to find parties to negotiations who might 
seem better qualified or more open. | hope this will be 
the case, | hope thes for Israci first, and | hope ut for the 
Palestinians 


[Correspondent Al-Sayyid] Mona al-Sayyrd of the Beirut 
paper AL-SAFIR. What « the current state. Mr Pres- 
dent of French-Synan relations. and are there plans for 
the Syrian President to visit France” 


[Motterrand] | think I have sand enough about Lebanon 
1 do not want to come back to | too much even though 
it 1S Very emportan! and dear to our heart—< Il Lebanon. 
m its diversity. | have sand thal we continue to have an 
mtense diplomatic activity. that we are prepared to take 
part, within the framework of Europe. m any iratiative 
which has a humane character. | will discuss these rssucs 
the day after tomorrow with Mr Sush. and soon with 
many others. | have already sard thes 


Relations with Syma do not have the greatest warmth Is 
that dipiomati enough” [laughter from audrence]) It 1s a 
pity, bul true thal our viewpomts, notably over 
Lebanon, do not accord, perhaps not concerning princi- 
pies but, as 1 known, at least concerning practice. We 
still have relatons. particularly diplomatic relations. of 
all sorts with Syria We have not ceased to have a 
a-aloguc. and if we can reinforce this dialogue 1 order to 
present our viewpornts beticr thea «would be better 
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But there are no other projects. Nothing is decided, 
nothing is planned. A few years ago I went to Syria. Well, 
the visit took piace and it was very useful, I believe. Syria 
has been able to perform certain acts that w~ > useful to 
France, during the last few years. One should speak 
clearly. Are we ali decided that Lebanon should be 
assured of its unity, its sovereignty, and its indepen- 
dence? This question is more important than all the rest. 


[Correspondent Bomberger] Dominique Bomberger 
from TF-i. Mr President, can we come back to East- 
West relations that have been perhaps... 


[Mitterrand interrupts] You can say what you want. The 
questions have not been prepared in advance. They have 
not been communicated to me. | have asked no one to 
ask a question that | would have learned by heart as well 
as the answer. This is press conference with a democratic 
character. You can say what you want. 


[Bomberger] A while ago you mentioned the progress 
realized within the Polish regime. This is also true in 
other East European countries. One has seen in recent 
weeks what could be a movement toward democratiza- 
tion in the Soviet Union. It is a vast movement that 
seems to be shaking most of the Soviet world. I am going 
to ask you whether one negotiates with, addresses, Gor- 
bachev with the same manner today as was done with his 
predecessos? In other words, has what is going on in the 
communist world had an impact on relations one has 
with it, on the way you have to negotiate with it, to 
address it, and do you wish it success? 


[Mitterrand] Without any doubt, without any doubt. The 
tone has changed and the capacity of dialogue, too. This 
is not for nothing. The decisions taken by Mr Gorbachev 
and those who support him have considerably modified 
the course of things. One sees it well, both on the internal 
level—and | am not a good judge—at the external level, 
and | know this. It is normal that the tone should be 
affected. 


It is normal to wish Mr Gorbachev success since this 
event has been confirmed in the fields of disarmament 
and, let us say, the Soviet Union's military disengage- 
ments in many parts of the world. It is being said that 
one should not go more quickly than necessary. One 
needs to see this evolution confirmed. We should not 
disiurb it, nor should we on the other hand empty our 
security arsenal right at this moment. Let there be trust. 
I think that is a good factor of foreign policy. And 
trusting oneself by being sufficiently prudent is another 
necessary factor. But dialogue exists and it has deepened. 
There are elements of trust, not only in relations between 
the Soviet Union and France, but particularly also in 
relations between the Soviet Union and many other 
countries. You know this. The evolution of certain 
Eastern European countries grows. All this will not be 
done without difficulties. History often advances jerkily. 
Afterwards, it is slow to move; resistance is organized. | 


FRANCE 


am giving you an opinion off the cuff. Let us not turn it 
into a forecast, because the future does not belong to me 
despite what you may believe. [passage omitted] 


[Unidentified correspondent] | wanted to ask you: Could 
France not contribute to disarmament by renouncing 
everything that is not necessary for its defense and 
security, for example the nuclear tests in the Pacific, by 
halting the manufacture of the Hades tactical missile and 
its payload, the neutron bomb—or again, for example, 
by abandoning its program for a new generation of 
Strategic submarines” 


{Mitterand] | will give you a very simple answer. If the 
United States and the Soviet Union abandon them—and 
Great Britain—we shall go this way. | am ready to stop 
all nuclear tests immediately, knowing that it 1s these 
tests which enabie us to have weapons capable of keeping 
us on the threshold of credibility necessary for us. We 
carry out far fewer tests than the Soviet Union, much 
fewer than the United States of America. Asking for an 
end to nuclear tests is asking for France to stop having 
nuclear weapons. Well, let those who take this road go so 
far as to ask for the elimination of all nuclear weapons— 
including the strategic ones, naturally—of the two great- 
est powers in the world. 


We are not in love with nuclear weapons. Not at all! It 
just so happens that this decisive means of destruction 
has held the balance of peace between the two military 
blocs for 40 years. It happens to be in the hands of the 
great powers, especially of the Soviet Union, on the 
European Continent. | do not see why France should 
deprive itself of the minimum means, on the very 
threshold of what we need, thus exposing itself, losing 
the very trump card that enables 11 to sit where it does sit. 
It should be understood that we have not decided to let 
fate make the decision. Why? Why ask France what 1s 
not asked of others. If it is asked of others it can 
rightfully be asked of France. In this case France will 
take it into account. 


In 1983 1 set out what the conditions would be at the 
United Nations. The Soviet and U.S. strategic weapons 
should reach a level, the lowest point of which estab- 
lishes a more or less reasonable comparison between 
what the French weapons which are adequate for our 
defense represeni—which is between 300 and 400 
nuclear warheads—and the Sovict weapons which num- 
ber more than 10,000. The same for the United States. 
Thus, if this 1s carried out by the two greatest powers, 
who have already talked about it at Reykjavik, we shall 
review the question. 


| also said that likewise the same cffort must be made in 
the case of chemical weapons. The effort 1s being made. 
following the French initiative, since the international 
conference, which was a great success, was held on our 
territory and the work in Geneva resumed. France has 
now also been instructed to Iead, let us say, to see these 
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negotiations through. We are not delaying over disarma- 
ment. If you say, are you ready to get nd of what is 
useless for defense, | will tell you yes. Bui then you 
immediately choose an cxample which shows thal you 
consider the defense, France's autonomous deterrence. 
to be useless. Well, here | cannot go along with you. | 
could only follow you under the conditions | have just 
explained. 


You mentioned the Hades missiles. It 1s true that the 
purpose of the Hades missiles needed defining. This 
what I have done. The Hades can only be a weapon of 
last warning. They cannot be a theater or battle weapon 
In the meantime they are intended to replace the Pluton 
mussiles, which have a range which ends a short distance 
from our borders with the FRG. while the Hades can 
reach substantial distances, but sufficiently limited not 
to exceed 500 km. Thus 1s likely to place them. at least in 
the view of our allies even if it 1s not our view, within the 
negotiations which were successful on medium-range 
nuclear weapons. In short, now that the possible use of 
the Hades has been well defined as a weapon of warning. 
not a battle weapon, we come back quite simply to the 
comparison between strategic weapons. and the US. and 
Soviet strategic forces must be considerably reduced 
before this conversation can continue. [passage omitted} 


France's position 1s a position basically in defense of 
peace, a position of building Europe. a position for the 
economic and all other sorts of development in the 
worid, beginning with putting an end to the indebtedness 
of the poor countries, for justice in the world, respect for 


FRANCE 


human mghts and respect for the nmght of people to 
seif-determination. France. in addition to all that, 1s 
determined t© maintain its position. to defend its 
imtersts and security. Is all that not logical. does that not 
form a whole” I leave as judge of that, first, those who do 
me the honor of listening to me, and | leave as judge of 
that the opimon of the French people and international 


public opimion. Thank you. 


Talks Held With FRG's Genscher on EC Bank 
LDI&05 202689 Hambure DPA in German 1909 GMT 
18 May &9 


[Text) Parss (DPA}—Federal Foreign Minister Hans- 
Dietrich Genscher met President Franco Mitterrand. 
Prime Minister Michel Rocard, and Foreign Minister 
Roland Dumas in Parts today. It appears that the dispute 
within NATO about the modernization of Lance missiles 
played only a minor role in the talks. It was reported that 
the position underlined by Mitterrand today 1s in line 
with that of the Germans 


The main theme of the exchange of views was evidently 
the further development of the EC into an economic and 
monctary union. Both sides seem ready to imitiate work 
on a draft treaty for a monctary union on the basis of the 
Delors report. This would include the creation of a 
European central bank 


This evening Genscher, together with Dumas. opened a 
special exhibition by German publ ers on the theme of 
the French Revolution at the Parts Book Fair 
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Genzalez: Gorbachev Offer ‘Insufficient’ 
PM 1805153089 Madrid YA in Spanish 14 May 89 p & 


[“A.L.A.” report: “Gonzalez: "Gorbachev's Offer Insuf- 
ficrent”™”] 


[Excerpt] La Toja—Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez 
asserted yesterday that the arms reduction offer made by 
Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev “1s rather insufficient 
as a reduction offer for 1 to produce a desirable effect on 
the Atlantic allhance’s part.” This statement was made by 
Gonzalez at a meeting which the Bilderberg Group 1s 
holding in La Toya and at which issues such as East 
European countnes’ internal evolution. relations 
between the United States and the Soviet Union, the 
EC's long-term economic blueprint. and European sov- 
ereignty are being discussed. 


Gonzalez, who returned to Madnd yesterday after 
attending the Bilderberg Group mecting in La Toya. 
explained that the Soviet leader's proposal cites overall 
figures, “which are not attributed to anything.” and that 
it uncludes artillery shells and some gravity bombs, which 
“are the least important elements.” The prime minister 
Stated that he does not believe that this Soviet proposal 
will change the decisions which should be reached by the 
special summit of NATO heads of state and government. 
which will be held in Brussels 29-30 May. “I believe.” he 
said, “that the summit must not, and will not, center on 
a debate on short-range missiles.” 


He expiained that “it would be absolutely inappropri- 
ate.” 40 years after the foundation of the Atlantic 
alhhance and ‘in an international situation such as we we 
are expernencing, if the alliance summit were to be 
confined to a debate on short-range missiles.” and he 
asserted that this issue will be “a subordinate matter” at 
the meeting. 


SPAIN 13 


Felipe Gonzalez would not specify whether an agrec- 
ment will be reached at this summit on the moderniza- 
tron of NATO's short-range missiles deployed in Europe. 
an issue on which there are two conflicting stances, 
upheld by the United States and the FRG. However, he 
asserted that from these mectings “you never emerge 
with a disagreement which would create confrontations. 
not only because it would not be good for the Western 
countnes as a whole, but also because 1 would not be 
good for the development of the Eastern bloc’s policy. 
either.” 


Communist Party Visits 
PM 1805085389 Madnd MUNDO OBRERO in Spanish 
3-9 May &89 p 34 


[Unatinibuted report: “Meeting With PCP™)} 


[Text] Within the framework of bilateral rc‘ations, a 
mecting was held 26 Apnil between a Portuguese Com- 
munist Party delegation comprising Political Commis- 
sion and Secretanat member Comrade Domingo 
Abrantes and Domingo Lopes of the Central Committee 
and a Spanish delegation comprising Secretary for Inter- 
national Policy Francisco Palero, Leonor Bornau, Jose 
Cabo of the Central Committee, and Miguel Moran of 
the International Committee. Secretariat and Political 
Commission member Francisco Frutos attended the 
lunch held for the Portuguese delegation. 


In the course of the mecting there was a broad exchange 
of views on the political situation in the two countnes 
within the framework of the EC, and in particular on the 
workers’ movement. 


Various decisions were adopted to strengthen bilateral 
exchanges on matters of common interest 


Madrid, 26 April 1989 
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Defense Projects Set With ‘Islamic Market’ 
NCi90S085 589 Istanbul MILLIVET 
in Turkish 15 May 8&9 pp 3. 10 


[Nilufer Yalcin report: “Initiative on Arms in the Inter- 
national Ficid™} 


[Text] Ankara—Turkey has made a serous effort to gain a 
larger share of potential defense industry projects in the 
Islamic market. It has signed “agreement notes” with coun- 
tnes such as Egypt. Jordan. and Pakistan for mutual coop- 
eration and assistance. As a result, Turkey has taken respon- 
sibility for modernizing Pakistan's M-113 armored 
personnel carners. The information we have im hand in 
connection with this agreement. which has not been made 
public, indicates that Turkey has the potential to become 
the “main contractor” for modernizing tanks and armored 
vehicles. 


Furthermore, Pakistan has signed a !()-ycar agreement 
with ASELSAN (Military Electronics Industry) within 
the framework of the agreement with ASELSAN allows 
Pakistan to manufacture military VHF wireless commu- 
nica sons units with ASELAN technology 


Meanwhile. the agreements Turkey has signed with 
Egypt and Jordan call for cooperation to determine the 
possibility of modernizing Egyptian and Jordaman M- 
113 armored personne! carners in Turkey. Egypt and 
Jordan will also determine possibilities for buying vari- 
ous types of arms and spare parts from Turkey 


Apart from signing agreements for producing the ASEL- 
SAN VHF wireless communications units and moderniz- 
ing its M-113 armored personne! carners. the Pakistam 
Government, which closely cooperates with Turkey in the 
defense industry field. agreed to buy defense communica- 
tions equipment and spare parts from the TEL TAS and 
NETAS [expansion for both unknown} Companies 


Batu: Deconfrontation on Cyprus ‘Positive Step’ 
TA1705193489 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 
1600 GMT 17 May &9 


[Excerpt] [passage omitted] Turkey 1s pleased with the 
evacuation of the 24 military positions on the Green 
Line in Cyprus. Answering a question during his week!) 
news conference today. Forcign Ministry spokesman 
Inal Batu described the vacating of these positions as a 
positive step toward ending provocations and regrettable 
incidents. [passage omiticd] 


Signed With Greece To Fight Drug Trade 
TA1708193689 Ankara ANATOLIA in Enelish 
1620 GMT 17 May &9 


[Text] Ankara (A. A}—Turkey and Greece today signed 
an agreement to combat smuggling of narcotics and 


psychotropic medicines 


TURKEY 14 


The agreement sets forth procedures for the exchange and 
use of information combatting drug trafficking and to thrs 
end foresees the establishment of a joint commrssion. 


During talks which started here Tuesday [16 May]. the 
Turkish delegation was composed of officials from the 
Foreign, Interior and Finance Ministries, and the head- 
quarters of the chief of General Staff, and by the Foresgn 
Ministry's director for mternational affarrs. Aykut Berk. 


The Greek delegation was led by the head of the Greek 
Finance Ministry's division for smuggling and drug 
trafficking. Kalospyro Lexandro 


Iranian Ambassador To Make ‘Final Return 
741805 105789 Ankeva Domestic Service in Turkish 
1000 GMT 18 May &9 


[Text] It has been announced that Manuchehr Motaki, 
the Iraman ambassador to Ankara. will make a final 
return [as heard] to hes country at the end of next week 


In response to a question by journalists on the subject, 
Ambassador Inal Batu. the Foreign Ministry spokesman. 
said that the ambassador wil! return to his country following 
the visit to be pad by Mohammad Besharat:. the lraman 
first deputy minister of foreign affairs. to Turkey on 26 May 


During hes visit, Besharats will deliver to Prime Monuster 
Turgut Ozal a message from Iranian Prime Minister Mir 
Hoseyn Musas 


May Day Detainees Arrested, Go to State Court 
7 41605063089 Ankara Domeste Service in Turkish 
00 GMT 15 May &9 


[Text] Of the suspects detained during the illegal May Day 
demonstrations in Istanbul, 63 have been arrested. They 
were transferred to the State Security Court. Of the detam- 
ees, 498 were reicased following their interrogation at the 
Securtty Directorate and the State Security Court 


May Day Detainees Brief Press, Claim Torture 
141505 160989 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 
SIO GMT 1S May &Y 


[Text] Istanbul (A.A.}—C ertamn detainces and their rel- 
atives clanmed Sunday [14 May] that torture was applied 
to them by security officers during the penod they were 
kept mm detention im connection with the May Day and 
following incidents in Istanbul 


Exghteen former detainees said at a news conference they 
held in the Human Rights Association premises the main 
form of torture and malircatment was severe beating 


In armed clashes between people who wished to cele- 
brate May !st as the Labor day and police. a youth of 17 
died and $0 others were injured 


Incidents had continucd at the funcral of Mchmet A 
Dal. who was the victem of the May Day modents 
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